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November 15th 2019 

To whom it may concern. 

This is an open letter that can be read and utilised as seen fit by any parties concerned in the development 

of the Sandy Lane Unity Park in Bramcote, Nottingham. 

On first account when viewing the land as an arboricultural surveyor, it was apparent that the land is 

colonised in many areas with Japanese knotweed.   This did concern me as I have seen this evasive weed in 

the UK and I understand the implications that this plant can have on everything from ecosystems to house 

prices.  It has to be noted that extensive research has found that the plant does not damage buildings as first 

thought but is still recognised as one of the most problematic weeds in the UK and Ireland.  It is known and 

proven to have a range of negative environmental impacts on local ecosystems.  

Reading the two letters and the reports from Environet UK Ltd I am in total agreement with what has been 

written.   Obviously Mathew Day, the Regional Director, has a far superior knowledge of any aspect of this 

invasive weed and so I cannot comment on the systems of eradication. 

What I can do is put my pennies worth in and hopefully this information will help towards an understanding 

and a solution to this enormous problem.  

Sandy Lane Nature Reserve is an open area surrounded by housing.  The land has been left for many years, 

with minimal management and used informally by members of the public, dog walkers, camping and 

possibly a few unsavoury activities.   

The land borders a nature reserve and is designated as a Local Wildlife Site (LWS).  It has been identified 

because it supports 13 acid woodland qualifying species and 9 acid grassland qualifying species.   

After reading through the management plan produced by Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust in partnership with 

Broxtowe Borough Council and Friends of Bramcote Ridge in March 2019, I noticed a glaring oversight in the 

major problem of the Japanese knotweed.   It has been mentioned in a couple of paragraphs but not in the 5 

year plan for future management. This worries me as I can see that the importance and severity of this 

problem has not been realised.   

This plant is an environmental pest with the ability to occupy a large amount of space in local habitats; the 

plant can cause significant damage to native ecosystems including competitive displacement of native 

vegetation and associated fauna.   
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Personally I believe the damage and the pace of spread is something that will need to be addressed before 

any development should go ahead.   The aggressiveness of the eradication will have a detrimental effect on 

the trees and landscape and some trees will need to be removed, either by the joining of tree roots to JK 

rhizomes or the mechanical damage from heavy machinery.  This is, however, a small price to pay for the 

removal of the JK and then the rebuilding of the landscape to a better and more species rich environment.  

There are only a few trees on the development site that are worthy of retention as specimen trees and there 

are no rarities.  

Once the eradication program has been completed and the ground is safe to develop then that would be the 

best time to submit all the Arboricultural Impact Assessments, Tree Constraints Plans and also Tree 

Protection advice.  I realise that some of the proposed housing is not within a JK area but you will possibly 

find there are small patches throughout the site. I also understand that the removal will only be done by 

hand in the root protection areas (RPA’s) of the trees.  This might be detrimental or it might not but again, 

this would then support the idea of the associated arboricultural documentation being updated after the JK 

removal.   The use of Glyphosate in any RPA is not recommended as this will have to be an on-going program 

and the damage it causes to trees is well documented.   

This is all a bit of a quandary; the removal of the JK can only be undertaken when planning permission (I 

think) has been granted, so it is a catch 22 situation.  The protection of the trees and vegetation is 

paramount but how can that be done when the JK will have to be eradicated?  If the JK is left it will affect the 

whole area and neighbouring housing in a few years.  It’s a question of priorities. My personal outlook is that 

if this doesn’t go ahead then the Japanese Knotweed will advance and there will be no land for anyone’s use 

in a few years.   

Anyway, I’ll just get back to the trees….. 

Thanks for reading.  

 

Rebecca Peace 

  

 


